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THE SPANISH TRANSITION 


WHY I DO NOT BELIEVE IN THE MONARCHIST SOLUTION 


Julian Gorkin 


The arrests that have taken place in Spain during 
the last few weeks are of extraordinary significance. 
I would go so far as to say that they are of a truly 
historical significance, for they constitute an impor- 
tant stage in the anti-totalitarian process first ini- 
tiated by the student riots in Madrid in February, 
1956, and continued with the student demonstrations 
in Barcelona earlier this year. These manifestations, 
along with the thousands of signatures gathered from 
intellectuals critical of the penalties imposed on the 
Barcelona students, demonstrate that both the new 
generations and an overwhelming majority of the 
adult intellectuals are decidedly opposed to the re- 
gime which has seized the nation’s will. 

Those recently arrested are not members of the 
traditional Republican and labor nuclei which have 
been consistently opposed to Francoism since the 
Civil War; they belong rather to new political group- 
ings, to the recently created Christian Democratic 
party or to liberal monarchism; that is to say, they 
belong to new opposition movements that have been 
engendered beneath the regime itself. And what is 
most significant of all is that many of them are mem- 
bers of the regime, or collaborate with it. With their 
arrest and trials the regime has had to recognize, 
whether it likes it or not, the existence of this real, 
even official opposition. 

How are these arrests justified, officially speak- 
ing? The main accusation is the following: these 
“subversive” elements have made contacts with the 
Republican emigration, and they jointly desire the 
overthrow of the present regime. They tend toward 
the reconciliation of the Spaniards in order to lead 
to a recovery of Spain’s freedom. And here we have 
a fact of transcendental importance, which in my 
opinion is the most symptomatic and promising event 
to have taken place in Spain since the end of the 
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Civil War: contact has been made between the op- 
position forces of the interior and the expatriate 
forces; dialogue between the two groups has been 
initiated, and the need for the negotiation of a lib- 
erating and constructive or reconstructive pact has 
become a reality. But the regime violently persecutes 
this Spanish will to reconciliation, to reconstruct the 
national home. In a word, it persecutes all who wish 
for a return to peace and harmony and it tries to 
prevent a return to normalcy. Were it not superflu- 
ous to demonstrate once again that this regime repre- 
sents the anti-Spain, the anti-Nation, then we would 
find it in this persecution, which leaves no room 
for doubt. 


We have known for years that one day or another 
it would be necessary to overcome the consequences 
of the Civil War and establish dialogue between all 
of those who place Spain above their own egoisms 
and interests. Nevertheless it has only been for a 
year and a half that this need has been realized by 
the Spaniards of the interior and the expatriates; but 
today this need has become a true historical neces- 
sity, an economic-political and moral imperative, a 
patriotic and universal duty. And so certain is this 
that those who disregard this imperative or oppose 
it, no matter who they may be or for what reasons, 
will be condemned by history. 


This need for cooperation imposes a sense of re- 
sponsibility on us, and a duty of sincerity, honor and 
forthrightness to one and all. Dissimulation, Machia- 
vellian machinations and calculations would consti- 
tute an abominable beginning and would not lead 
to the salvation of Spain. Such maneuvers would 
not tend to heal the open breach between Spaniards 
but would only prolong it or open another that 
might be even deeper. 

To be more specific, if each party or bloc of 
forces, and these blocs are in process of formation, 
seeks only its own advancement and profit in this 
new dialogue to the detriment of the others, then it 
will be the Spanish people in their entirety who will 
have to pay the consequences, and, in the end, each 
and all of the political formations in question. For 
Spain is an extremely sick organism and she must be 
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cured; if the organism itself is not cured as a whole 
then there can be no cure for anyone. 

To the historic rightists, Spain’s salvation lies in 
the monarchy. To my way of thinking it is natural 
and logical that they should think along those lines. 
I am even willing to admit that the Spanish tradi- 
tion is a monarchist tradition and that in the aggre- 
gate of Spanish history the two Republican experi- 
ments seem ephemeral, inconsistent. But they were 
ephemeral and inconsistent largely because of their 
brevity, because they had no time in which to achieve 
a program or to create and establish a tradition of 
their own. Furthermore, and the rightists should not 
forget this, the two Republics were ephemeral and 
inconsistent because they were dedicated to a labor 
of conservation, not of revolution. What would have 
become of the conservative monarchist regime if the 
Second Republic had chosen to destroy it by a thor- 
ough revolution? No matter what political point of 
view one might hold, I do not think that today any- 
one would dispute this brutally simple truth: where- 
as the leftists, in the name of the famous “Conserva- 
tive Republic without bloodshed,” refrained from the 
political and social destruction of the rightists, the 
rightists, on the other hand, thought of nothing but 
the destruction of the leftists. And in order to achieve 
this and to restore the traditional monarchy they 
prepared and unchained the Civil War. What has 
been the result? A restoration of the traditional 
monarchy perhaps? Certainly not. The result has 
been Franco-Falangist totalitarianism, death and 
ruin, permanent abnormality, asphyxiation and de- 
struction of all the vital and creative forces of Spain. 
Proof of all of this lies in the fact that in order to 
draw Spain out of her terrible impasse and return 
her to normality, even though this be under the in- 
signia of the traditional monarchy, the disappearance 
of the present regime is essential. 

Is it not precisely this historic responsibility and 
the consequences of the disaster that really frighten 
the rightists? Is it not precisely their own natural in- 
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stincts for conservation that lead them to desire a 
monarchist restoration which would protect and in- 
sure them insofar as possible a bloodless transition? 
To me all of this seems only human, and they should 
admit it openly and sincerely. 

But can a pure and simple return to monarchist 
tradition be a solution? I do not believe so, for the 
following reasons. First of all, let us begin by grant- 
ing that monarchist tradition is divided into two 
well-defined phases: that of the creative grandeur of 
Spain which brought her to world preeminence, and 
that of her decadence, which brought her way down 
in the world. During the phase of its decadence the 
Spanish monarchy not only lost all its foreign terri- 
tories, but in the interior it gave rise to continuous 
rebellions, civil wars and, morally and politically, a 
division of Spain into two parts. This division was 
neither casual nor haphazard, but corresponded to 
the country’s own need for development and a re- 
flection of world development. The traditional cadres 
of state and society no longer corresponded to the 
new realities, the new problems. Then the monar- 
chist tradition lost its former prestige and became 
a symbol of decadence and disorder. France too 
knew a glorious monarchist tradition, and what be- 
came of it? German and Italian unity were achieved 
under the illustrious monarchist insignia, but today 
who feels the need for a return to the monarchy in 
those countries? 

Of course in contrast to these examples the ex- 
amples of England, Belgium, Holland and the Scan- 
dinavian countries will be promptly cited. These 
countries are sound democracies, even exemplary in 
so far as the socialists and labor syndicates have par- 
ticipated in the governments, all under monarchist 
insignia. And it is quite true that most of these 
monarchies are far more democratic and advanced 
than are most of the Latin American republics, for 
example. This means that the problem of democracy 
is not merely an institutional problem but that it is 
closely related to the economic-social development 
and politico-civic tradition of a country. And from 
these points of view could Spain bear the slightest 
comparison with the above-mentioned countries? In 
them the monarchies are authentically constitutional; 
they are institutional symbols, with limited preroga- 
tives, lacking executive powers and acting merely in 
moderating or advisory functions. When did Spain 
ever have anything of the sort? And if she never did 
in the past, how can it be proved to us that she 
will in the future, especially in view of the heritage 
that Francoism is going to leave us? 
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In the countries to which we have just alluded 
both conservative and progressive forces have been 
able to live together in peace and harmony, even to 
collaborate, under a monarchy. But in Spain nothing 
of the sort has taken place. There the reactionary 
and conservative elements have always been monar- 
chists, while on the other hand not only the Repub- 
lican parties but also the Socialists, labor unions and 
regional groups—Catalans, Basques and Galicians— 
have always been and continue to be anti-monarchist. 
This differentiation in this respect between Spain 
and the countries of constitutional monarchies does 
not correspond merely to a problem of doctrine, but 
is a consequence and a reflection of a fundamental 
contradiction of an economic, social, political and 
moral nature. That is the way things are in Spain 
and this reality must be the point of departure for 
a frank and forthright dialogue and negotiation be- 
tween Spanish rightists and leftists. 

To the aforementioned differentiation between 
Spain and the Scandinavian countries, Belgium, Hol- 
land and England, must be added another reality: 
that today no candidate for a monarchist restoration 
in Spain exists who combines in his person the at- 
tributes of popularity, moral solvency and independ- 
ence of character—to say nothing of decisiveness and 
audacity—that are indispensable if a strong bond 
among all Spaniards is to be established. The mon- 
archists themselves know this as well as do the Re- 





publicans. If such a candidate had existed then 
Franco would not be in power today nor would he 
be able to play that macabre game of the royal suc- 
cession whenever it happens to suit his convenience 
and in the person of whomever he chooses. Nor 
would the Spanish monarchists be so divided—some 
domesticated, others irritated, but in reality all im- 
potent to deal with the situation. This is the drama, 
a drama which is of interest not only to the monar- 
chists. Without this drama the negotiation of a basic 
agreement leading to the transition would be much 
easier. 

It seemed to me to be necessary to define the prob- 
lem in as realistic a way as possible. We have tried 
to do this, with all sincerity. But there is another 
reality: the present regime cannot continue. Its de- 
composition and corruption have reached the maxi- 
mum point. Spain is consuming herself. Problems 
accumulate and become aggravated and, in conse- 
quence, so do discontent and explosive forces. Im- 
mobility is preparing the catastrophe. What Spaniard 
fails to sense this, and to tremble at the prospect? 
Who wants a continuation of the present situation 
of constant conflict, of its daily aggravation and final 
disaster? No one. No one with the slightest sense of 
responsibility, that is. 

Spain must be saved by isolating and liquidating 
Francoism. All who agree on the necessity to over- 
come the consequences of the Civil War, to estab- 











lish a bridge over the open abyss, to attain a recon- 
ciliation among all Spaniards in freedom, to normal- 
ize public life and civic harmony, to create a na- 
tional conscience and to integrate Spain into the com- 
munity of democratic and free nations should in- 
tensify the dialogue between the Spaniards in Spain 
and the expatriates and prepare the compromise. 
Over and above all historic responsibilities. Subjecting 
the past to the future. For this vital and urgent work 
the anti-Francoists can and should count on the co- 
operation of the liberals. A pact, even a program for 
the transition and recovery is possible between both 
sides. 

What is the difficulty? The rightists, who are 
aware of their responsibility with respect to the past 
and who wish to protect themselves for the future, 
say insistently: we want the compromise and the 
program to be established under a monarchist form 
of government. Once again I repeat that their wishes 
seem natural and logical to me. But no less natural 
and logical is the answer of the lefitists: we want 
the compromise and program to be established with 
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no previously established form of government. The 
future regime, whether it be a monarchy or republic, 
will be what the nation freely chooses. 

The rightists cannot honorably expect the leftists 
to collaborate in the installation—though it be transi- 
tory—of the monarchy without at the same time 
asking them to commit political suicide, as this would 
be the negation of their history, their formation, their 
essence. Who would want such a suicide? Who would 
want to undermine the necessary political equilibrium 
of the future right from the start? Who would profit 
by such a move? No one but the usual fishers in 
troubled waters: the communists, capable as they are 
of all political maneuvers and machinations so long 
as they serve the purposes of the Kremlin; the dema- 
gogues of the revolutionary school, who only live in 
chaos and for chaos; or, finally, and in the name 
of anti-communism and order, another adventurer or 
Caudillo. For the great alliance of Spaniards today 
is not merely a matter of healing the breach which 
was opened yesterday; it is also, and above all, a 
matter of not opening another breach tomorrow. 


“LOS CINCO LIBROS DE ARIADNA”™ 


A NEW NOVEL BY RAMON SENDER 


(First paragraphs) 

Someone has said that the ancients had real reasons 
for living whereas we moderns only have pretexts. 
Many of us emigrés only have pretexts, really, al- 
though I find mine more pleasing every day, and if 
we do something with a true responsibility it is be- 
cause we want these pretexts to be as plausible as 
possible to ourselves. Ariadna is a product of this 
state of mind. Some roots having been lost, perhaps 
the most important ones, we feel the need to com- 
pensate for their loss with a florescence capable of 
explaining the inexplicable or of propitiating some 
kind of virgin emotion. 

This book of prose is written as were others of 
mine sub species poetica. Some critics have said the 
same in commenting on Epitalamio or La Esfera. 
Now that my youth has passed, though not my 
youthful love of life, it gives me pleasure to see that 
my natural accent has been poetry and Ariadna, 
good or bad as a novel, will be one more proof of 


* Los cincos libros de Ariadna, Ramén Sender, Ibérica Pub- 
lishing Co., New York, 1957. 586 p. $3.50. 
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this. It is not difficult to construct something lyrical 
at a distance from the accumulated or scattered detri- 
tus of so many ruins. It is possible that my having 
written the book rapidly may be the cause of a cer- 
tain monotony and that one finds in it the sustained 
accent of a single state of mind, but I accept the 
risk in return for the spontaneity which a first draft 
may have and sometimes has. There are those who 
believe that Ariadna has this spontaneity. Or they 
say that they believe it has. I, too, easily believe what 
it suits me to believe. Or I say that I believe it. 


In any case whether it is good or bad (I would 
say prudent and at times inspired, with a certain 
resonance agreeable to Spanish readers) here is 
Ariadna. With her and with other phantoms of my 
intimacy I await the moment of my return to Spain 
or of definitely renouncing my return in a sweet 
calm. Do not take this too literally. Rarely is there 
calm in these times. Imagination flies, memory over- 
takes it and counterbalances it and intranquillity and 
anxiety over the future join them, harassing our wak- 
ing hours to the point of anguish. Let my opponents, 
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those who do me the favor of obliging me by their 
hate to limit and condition my natural apathy, be 
satisfied with these abstract extenuations while other 
more rich and concrete difficulties arrive. And they 
know I do not bear them rancor. Not out of Chris- 
tian or pagan generosity but because I know that 
their hatred is a form of conditioned love which bene- 
fits me and to which I owe not a little of the good 
that I have, if I have any at all. 

But permit me to remind them that some have 
fallen into the viscous spider’s webs of the systems 
that make a mortal enemy of the poet. It is not ne- 
cessary to mention names (personal differences should 
be kept to oneself) although it is worth while repeat- 
ing that the poet is assassinated in the Spain of to- 
day and in the Russia of the Vodz. When they can- 
not assassinate him because their arms cannot reach 
so far then they attempt degradation by calumny. 
But things have gone to such an extreme that the 
victim of this last outrage can now regard his fate 
with pride. I am not the only one to have earned this 
privilege although in my case they really went too 
far and I wish to remind them that this matter of 
the biggest lie being the one most easily believed does 
not always work and that there is a secret law of 
compensation in the natural order of human rela- 
tions. As a result of accumulated offenses against a 
person it is not unusual to see him appear shortly 
thereafter with an aureole of angelic purity. In the 
secret resistances of the writer and the artist there 
are defenses of a quality which the slanderers will 
never be aware of and even in the most critical mo- 
ments we are flanked by spirits that are custodians 
of the undiscernible. On the other hand the loudest 
praises from stupid enthusiasts will not succeed in 
converting a lout or a dullard into an estimable man. 
In any case if there is some reader who in his inno- 
cence doubts my defects (my excesses, rather) and 
my virtues (I have none lest it be a simple and na- 
tural fidelity to the primary interests of my moral 
and physical health) then I will remind him that 
I am the same since childhood, adolescence and 
youth. They can go on loving me or hating me for 
the same stimuli. One’s ways change, the color of 
one’s hair or one’s way of talking are modified; per- 
haps one gets to speak in a different tongue, but one 
does not change in the essential. 

I am an ordinary man in the innocuous sense of the 
word. My life has always been and goes on being 
that of a petit bourgeois with a mixed tendency to- 
ward laziness and adventure. Toward phantasy and 
the most raw realism. I have tried to be a bourgeois 
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without succeeding. More frequently I have tried 
to identify myself with the so-called proletariat, also 
without success. By a chance which still surprises 
me I have been, as almost a bourgeois or almost 
a proletarian and in spite of that apathy which I 
have mentioned, in the center of almost all of the 
important events of the life of my country and in 
them I have naturally taken the side of the people 
out of a certain inclination toward that which is up- 
right. Where a protest was raised, there was I. Life 
was ugly and someone was to blame. Never have I 
believed that the classic Iberia ferax venenorum of 
Horace could do otherwise in Spain. I have not been 
a hero although I have suffered the disadvantages of 
heroism. During the African war, the uprisings 
against Primo de Rivera, the conspiracies against the 
monarchy, the lamentable occurrences in Casas Vie- 
jas, the revolt in Asturias and the Civil War I was 
always in the center of the fray although as far as 
the Civil War is concerned I believe that every Span- 
iard was at every instant at the center of every oc- 
currence. However since I did not belong to any 
secret or public group I did not benefit by any of 
the partial victories that we sustained and less by the 
defeats. None of this means that I did not act in 
1934-36 with those of Moscow and certainly with an 
undoubted loyalty because from the first day until 
the last of our brief relationship I expressed all of 
my differences to them. We did not succeed in re- 
solving those differences and I drew away from them 
just as I had approached them. Those stories of my 
having been a member of the Party and of having 
been thrown out of it are old tales ad majorem Vodzi 
gloriam. Had they been true I would have said as 
much because for many years now this has not been 
reason for shame but quite the contrary. 

But the basis of our differences was not political. 
It lay in our way of understanding that which is 
human. I understood it in my way and they did not 
understand it in any way at all. Furthermore I had 
too much faith in too many things. They are not 
people of faith but of tricks and deviousness with 
the base spirit of the bureaucrats of all times. Perhaps 
one can attack the state with this (although I do not 
believe it, because those who did so in Russia in 
1917 were ferocious idealists) but we have seen by 
now that neither do men live any better nor are so- 
cial relationships more just. On the contrary. In 
Russia the so-called proletariat are degraded by mis- 
ery and terror. 

The only argument by which the Russians used 
to be able to shut our mouths was the following: in 
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Russia everyone works and there are no injustices 
such as unemployment. In the last years we have 
seen that there is something worse. The population 
that has not been assimilated by the country’s econo- 
my is converted into a sub-proletariat which must 
work fourteen hours a day for food alone, that is, 
in a slavery worse than those of the Middle Ages. 
Twenty million Russian workers exist under these 
conditions. The facts are more obstinate than is all 
the propaganda. 

I believe that I am unable to see or feel politically. 
I am not capable of taking my place in the line of 
circus dogs barking in time and carrying the mas- 
ter’s batons in their mouths nor on the other hand 
do I have the slightest desire to be the ring-master. 
With ‘those twenty-million slaves behind me? No 
thank you. Nor were my youthful experiences po- 
litical. I do not know what a party assembly or a 
cell meeting is like. But I do know that the poet and 
the politician are opposite and irreconcilable num- 
bers and that the qualities of the one repel the 
other. When I approached political matters I acted 
as a poet (with the result that I was an undefinable 
animal) and among writers I am usually considered a 
politician. One side and the other were fooled and 
they felt irritated at being fooled. But a writer can- 
not avoid social circumstances. Only a rascal or an 


imbecile can be insensitive to the social problems of 
his times. 


Nevertheless this contradictory position should not 
be definitive for one. The truth is that every time 
I realize someone is trying to define me I use every 
means to make this difficult. It is known that he 
who is acquainted with us limits us, he who under- 
stands us dominates us, he who defines us kills us. 
Gracian said: “Attention to niceties. Let all know 
you. Let no one encompass you.”’ It seems only fair 
to me that no one can define me with exactitude 
since I do not dare to define anyone else. Some say 
that I am an idiot and there are those who maintain 
that I have some literary skill oe one es a = 


enthusiast). The one side and the other have a 
tendency to exaggerate. But it’s all the same to me 
and the devil is going to carry us all off one day 
just as the planet on which we are walking and the 
universe in which we are still rotating will also be 
carried off. 


But one must not shrug one’s shoulders. What one 
should do is to act as a whole and not by fractions. 
Not as men of a social class but as elemental and 
generic human beings. We do not accept the device 
of class consciousness. Up to now it has only brought 
victories to the enemies of man. Every time actions 
have been taken in the name of the exploited it is 
the exploited who lose the battle (in Germany, in 
Italy, in Spain) and when the exploited believe that 
they have triumphed politically in Russia with her 
class consciousness and her doctrinary conglomera- 
tions then they are more exploited then ever before 
and they live in greater misery with more dim and 
limited horizons than ever before. It is natural. A 
doctrine which leads to war and chaos must invite 
catastrophe. For over and above the interests of 
class are those of the species. When people have 
acted in its name (Christianity, French Revolution, 
American Revolution) then workers have obtained 
freedoms, advantages or forms of well-being of which 
the poor Russians know nothing. But furthermore 
the species has its secret laws by which it cares for 
and watches over its today and its tomorrow. 


For the same reasons that in times of war or epi- 
demic the birth-rate is enormously increased—the 
species exists and all that exists wishes to go on exist- 
ing—so will the species know how to make a single 
class out of all the classes in terms of human welfare 
and civic existence rather than run the risk of its 
own annihilation. Today the classes that represent 
culture and have power are already finding solutions 
in some parts of the planet. The menace of the atomic 
bomb, the great evil, is showing signs of converting 
_ ae dialectic manes!) into the great good. 
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A NEW “DIALOGUE OF THE SPAINS’ 


Fernando Valera 


To the new liberals of the old Spain who read the 
first “Dialogue” and requested a second one. 


In my essay “Dialogue of the Spains,”’ first published 
more than a year ago in [bérica of New York, re- 
produced in Excelsior of Mexico and continued in 
Cuadernos of Paris, I stressed the need for the Span- 
iards of the three Spains—the official, the peregrine 
and the eternal—to establish a dialogue which would 
permit us to overcome the state of chronic civil war 
and get to know each other better, as an obligatory 
antecedent to the national reconciliation. In reality 
I have been working along these lines not only since 
I went into exile in 1939 but even before the sys- 
tematic sowing of hatred in our Spain precipitated 
the terrible Civil War. I was able to foresee it, hence 
I endured it twice, once in anticipation and again 
in reality. Now I long to contribute to a remedy for 
the tremendous damage which it did our nation. 

I explain all of this to you in Spain so that you 
will understand my feeling of cordiality with respect 
to all that you are doing, on the other side of the 
barricades, with equally humanitarian and patriotic 
spirit. 

I cannot comment extensively on the many points 
of agreement or on the few though profound points 
of disagreement in the long document which you 
sent me in answer to my “Dialogue of the Spains.” 
I agree with the three objectives that you propose 
to attain: a return to a viable democracy, an open 
process leading towards a gradual transformation of 
Spanish society and the prohibition of methods of 
violence. The tactics of proceeding by stages also 
seem advisable to me, the first to be a long-term 
alliance of all the potentially alliable liberal forces, 
with an agreed-on common program. 

Permit me a first observation: Why in the explicit 
enumeration that you made of these liberal forces 
did you leave out or ignore classical republicanism? 
Neither quantitatively nor qualitatively is it a negli- 
gible residuum, as a certain well known exiled so- 
cialist would have us believe. Politically, like all move- 
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ments of opinion that do not represent a centrifugal 
and partial interest of class, group or region but 
rather a centripetal aspiration of community or na- 
tion, classic republicanism has an important role to 
play in the balanced functioning of the future Span- 
ish democracy in which, unfortunately, dispersive 
tendencies will be so abundant and powerful. Morally 
speaking, the Republicans represent the sector of na- 
tional opinion which did not want the Civil War, 
but was dragged into it by the ardor of others, its 
own weaknesses and the general misfortune. 

It is quite true that the Republic’s great sin in 
the past was the internal anarchy which made it 
oscillate from personal tyranny to collective atomi- 
zation, but republicanism, by the force of reality and 
its evolution in time, will rid itself of this past tend- 
ency and become a modern political force without 
permanent caudillo or chief, without sectarian nar- 
rowness, respecting occasional diversity of tactics, 
and it will be capable of bringing forth the leader, 
the representative man who best interprets the politi- 
cal moment. This is the thought and wish of the ma- 
jority of the republicans at least. 

* * * 
You said in your document, and I agree with you, 
that after a preliminary alliance of the liberal and 
progressive forces it would be necessary to organize 
and promote a sort of National Union, if we really 
wish to reconcile the Spaniards and to normalize the 
life of society and state by democratic procedures. 

In the transition from the first stage to the second, 
from the alliance of liberal forces to the National 
Union, you will be faced by the tremendous ques- 
tion of the desirable form of government. You have 
agreed that this question should be solved for reasons 
of speed and economy by sacrificing that which in 
my opinion is far more important: sovereignty. Here 
is where my fundamental difference with your pro- 
gram appears. 

I should make it clear that our adherence and 
loyalty to the legitimate Republic in Exile does not 
signify ignorance of these two facts: first, that sov- 
ereignty is prior to and superior to legitimacy; and 
secondly, that national sovereignty did not emigrate 
nor could it emigrate, but fully resides in our an- 
cestral homeland. 











As a Republican I understand that it is not viable 
to reestablish the legality of 1931 at the present time. 
We Republicans defend the permanence of the le- 
gality insofar as it proceeds from acts of sovereignty, 
whose authenticity was patriotically recognized by 
Alfonso XIII. Neither the triumph of mere force 
nor time can annul our adherence and loyalty. Only 
another juridical manifestation of the national will 
that is equally sincere and indisputable will liberate 
us from this tragic charge. 

I regret that up to now the liberal monarchists 
have not understood or shared the opinion that 
neither is a restoration of monarchist legality viable 
prior to an electoral consultation. A monarchy im- 
posed for reasons of speed and economy would find 
itself from the very beginning in a dilemma of neither 
consulting nor respecting the national! will (that is, 
of being neither popular nor democratic) or of run- 
ning the risk, should it consult the national will, of 
an electoral defeat which would reopen the cycle 
of political convulsions and violence. The tactics of 
making the restoration of the monarchy a condition 
for any support that the monarchists might lend in 
the liberation of Spain is a clear indication that the 
liberal monarchists are not inclined to recognize the 
wishes of the people unless these wishes are favorable 
to them. 

* * 
Your emissaries spoke of the fears of the more re- 
sponsible monarchists that a restored monarchy might 
not be stable and might not comply with the his- 
toric mission of reuniting the Spaniards, if it did not 
count on a powerful democratic and popular liberal 
force with which to make up for and balance the 
powerful traditional conservative forces of Spanish 
society. To me this fear seems justified. As a Re- 
publican, I share a similar concern although in the 
opposite sense, because neither would a republic be 
stable, national and unifying if it had not succeeded 
in assimilating those traditional elements of Span- 
ish opinion. Perhaps it was just for lack of having 
realized this and for not having made the necessary 
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sacrifices that the denouement of the Republic of 
1931 was so sad, though it had been initiated under 
such promising auspices. 

Among the many possible solutions to these con- 
flicts, conflicts that keep us all withdrawn in our 
trenches and that prevent us from embarking on the 
road to reconciliation, three may be mentioned: 

1) A plebiscite to decide between the monarchy 
with the Constitution of 1876 or the Republic with 
that of 1931, and a rapid reconstruction of the state. 
The advantage of this procedure is that it avoids the 
risks inherent in any constituent period, always a 
costly and hazardous experience. 

2) An early initiation of a constituent period, 
should it be deemed advisable to undertake it, re- 
solving by plebiscite the problem of the regime at the 
same time that there is voting on the constituent as- 
sembly, as was done in Italy after the fall of Mus- 
solini. 

I should tend toward this system because, in my 
opinion, it would go a long way toward the consoli- 
dation of the future democracy whose greatest prob- 
lem would be that, as in 1931, the social forces of 
national character might break up into two irre- 
concilable groups over the question of regime. 

3) A provisional period of agreed-upon duration, 
ten years, for example, in which the national gov- 
ernment would be endowed with a juridical statute 
and a detailed and gradual program of political and 
economic reconstruction of the country. 

I understand your fears that it may be necessary 
to pass through a period of restoration of the monar- 
chy—or to decide to face a new revolutionary era— 
if those who can make the transition more speedily 
and economically do not agree to pursue the other 
reasonable path of prior consultation of the national 
will. That would be a very grave error, an error 
which would lead us not to an end of a period of 
violence but to a postponement of it. 

However were we to be confronted by a de facto 
situation many of us Republicans would be inclined 
to grant a margin of credit and confidence in the 
experiment, without involving ourselves in it. A prior 
and indispensable condition for an opening of this 
margin of credit would be that the de facto situation 
declare itself to be provisional, guarantee full free- 
dom of organization, action and expression to the Re- 
publican parties and commit itself to respect the na- 
tional sovereignty freely consulted with all the guar- 
antees to insure the legitimacy of the elections. We 
could follow such an experiment with cordiality, but 
from the outside. 
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uncensored 





Reports from our 
correspondent in Madrid 


“SANCHO, WE HAVE 
COLLIDED WITH THE CHURCH...” 


Popular malice—or wisdom—charges that the govern- 
ment that has ruled the destinies of the nation since 
last February is garbed in cassocks, so to speak. To 
us this charge is not surprising, as in our country 
the multi-secular confusion of spiritual and material 
powers in the hands of the Church is kindling tempers 
as propitious to fire as are the dry fields of our 
plateau in August. 

One of those jokes that Madrid humor occasionally 
lets fly like darts relates to this. When the last Min- 
ister of Commerce, Sr. Arburia, was in office the 
concession of import licenses (not always on an en- 
tirely arbitrary basis) was an important function of 
his department. When one telephoned the office a 
functionary would answer “Arriba Espana” (the 
Falangist slogan). But today it is not the Falange but 
Opus Dei that controls the Ministry of Commerce. 
So now the functionary who answers a request for an 
import license automatically responds “Conceived 
without sin!” 

All joking aside, our people are very prone to 
generalize and to jump to conclusions. That is one 
of the reasons why the ecclesiastical hierarchy has 
felt obliged to clarify its position by means of two 
editorials in the review Ecclesia. The first, entitled 
“The Church in Power?,” explicitly instructs that 
one should not confuse the presence of members of 
Opus Dei in the government with the exercise of 
power by the Church. The second editorial, a more 
extensive one, emphasizes the distance between the 
Church and the regime. It contains many quotations 
from a talk given by Cardinal Pla y Daniel in the 
Gregorian University of Salamanca such as the fol- 
lowing: ‘“‘Perhaps you have heard that the priests are 
running Spain today. They are not running Spain 
or any other country in the world.” After filling 
many columns in order to explain that “the Church 
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does not have a vested interest in any regime, even 
though it may deal cordially with it,” the editorial 
then proceeds to dissociate the Church from the 
regime in Spain by requesting the enactment of the 
complementary laws announced in Article 34 of the 
Fuero de los Espanoles (Spanish Bill of Rights). 
According to the aforementioned Article 34 the 
avowed purpose of such legislation would be: 

“To consolidate unity between the Spaniards and 
social harmony more every day, within the legitimate 
usage of the liberties inherent in the human person, 
and by the reasoned dialogue between the different 
social estates in defense of their respective rights, 
even between the State and citizens.” 

This position of the Church with respect to the re- 
gime might well surprise anyone who has not been 
closely observing the prudent attitude of the ec- 
clesiastical hierarchy since the time of the cabinet 
crisis in February. The Church’s clear intention of 
not “embarking” on the ship of State contrasts with 
its previous solidarity with the regime, when Sr. 
Martin Artajo was Minister of Foreign Affairs, and 
Pius XII gave him instructions, in November, 1956, 
to achieve “the full pacification of spirits.” When 
Sr. Martin Artajo was “resigned” in February he 
wrote a letter to the Papal Nuncio recalling how he 
had consulted him prior to accepting the position 
then offered him by the Caudillo. This letter was 
made public, and the representative of the Holy See 
confirmed the incident. 

Singular and prudent is the attitude of the Church 
now, in conceding to the laymen who hold office in 
the government the monopoly of the hits and errors 
with which it keeps its accounts. 

But there is more to it. No doubt our American 
readers know of the interview granted by the Caudillo 
early in June to a representative of the “Catholic 
News Agency” of the “National Catholic Welfare 
Conference.” Once again the Caudillo’s political 
imperviousness was demonstrated, as well as his 
usual attempt to justify himself by resorting to the 
most discredited of clichés. But that is not the point. 
What was interesting in this interview was not the 
replies, but the questions, which had been formulated 
with the full consent, if not the initiative, of the 
hierarchy. 

The questions constituted a veritable programatic 
interrogation closely related to the opinion sustained 
in the Ecclesia editorials, to the pastoral letter issued 
last year by the Spanish bishops on the subject of the 
standard of living of the working classes, even to 
His Holiness Pope Pius XII’s words to Sr. Martin 
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Artajo, which concerned greater freedoms, a raising 
of the standard of living and that other so categorical 
a question: “A message for the Spaniards who have 
been expatriates for twenty years?” 

The interview was made by Paco de Luis, an out- 
standing Catholic journalist, president of the non- 
Falangist press consortium (Con-De-Sa) and of the 
Association of Catholic Journalists. This was the 
first public gesture initiated by the Church. From 
that the second of the Ecclesia editorials proceeded 
more openly to the attack. 


The Spanish cardinals and bishops are holding a 
meeting in Toledo now. The subject of their delibera- 
tions is secret and their resolutions will be kept secret 
until they have been approved by Rome. However 
it can easily be predicted that relations between 
Church and State will be one of the principle themes 
to be considered. 


Does all of this mean that the Church has passed 
over to the opposition, and that we will soon be treat- 
ed to the bizarre spectacle of an ecclesiastical re- 
sistance to the Franco regime? No, nothing permits 
one to come to such a conclusion, which would con- 
tradict all the norms of prudence of the Church. It 
is purely and simply a matter of the Church’s not 
caring to participate in the responsibilities of govern- 
ment when the latter begins to alienate itself from 
the sympathies of the majority—not of the population 
but of the Catholics. When such outstanding Catho- 
lics as Sr. Herrera Oria, brother of the Bishop of Ma- 
laga, and Sr. Careaga remain in prison, and even are 
joined by the venerable expert in canonic law, Sr. 
Torrubiano Ripoll, then it would be too much for the 
Church to side with the repression. 


Furthermore, leftist Catholic tendencies are be- 
coming stronger. A document’ signed by seven priests, 
two lawyers, one professor and two laborers is now 
circulating in Madrid. It constitutes a veritable pro- 
gram of Catholicism with a “social” and leftist tint. 
Unfortunately space prevents us from examining this 
article of twenty-two single-spaced typewritten pages 
at length. We will limit ourselves to saying that it 
solemnly condemns the division into “two Spains,” 
the immobility of official Catholicism, the “spirit of 
the crusade” and those who consider themselves to 
be upheld by a “judgement of God.’ It advocates 
a revision of the economic and social structures of 
the country through a Catholicism which would be 
closer to the people, and which would take more in- 
terest in the experiences of other countries and would 


(1) See page 15 
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revise “the topics of the unfortunate identification of 
Catholicism with the national tradition.” The fol- 
lowing is among its last paragraphs: 

“Let God be willing that our Catholicism of yester- 
day cast no shadow over our possible Catholicism of 
today and tomorrow: the only possible one.” 

Many things are happening here in Spain, and 
the changes operating in many consciences are bound 
to be reflected in the attitudes of the Church, which 
jealously retains some positions which dogma esteems 
to be eternal. That is why the Caudillo and his fol- 
lowers, who while supporting themselves on absolut- 
ism think that they can lash out to the right and 
to the left, may well find themselves obliged to make 
the famous reflection of Don Quijote: “Sancho, 
we have collided with the Church.” 


A new prison clientele 

As we were saying, things are happening here in 
Spain and in that department the chapter of the pre- 
posterous is far from completed. Imagine the situa- 
tion, for instance, when General Kindelan arrived 
at the prison of Carabanchel, in full uniform, in 
order to pay a call on some of his imprisoned friends! 
Prison officials and other watchdogs, used to dealing 
with their charges with the toes of their boots, are 
confused and hampered by the ancestry of their 
guests of today. It is said that ignorance of this dif- 
ferentiation was one of the causes of the departure 
of General Hierro from the unpleasant office of Di- 
rector General of Security. When Sr. Satristegui, 
one of the monarchists imprisoned last month, was 
released he felt called upon to publicly absolve him- 
self, so he published a note stating that his innocence 
had been proven. General Hierro evidently lacked 
perspicacity to realize that since the censor had 
deemed it proper to let this note be published he 
should handle the matter with kid gloves. Instead he 
acted as though it were merely a matter of one more 
“red” and he released another note in which he 
took issue with Satrustegui, adding that “we will 
see” how it will all end. If on the one hand the ar- 
gument was a bit absurd, on the other it signified 
an interference by the Director of Security into a 
matter properly pertaining to the Judiciary. Of 
course we all know very well that the Fuero de los 
Espanoles does not exist for the strikers of Barcelona 
(student or workers) but—Caramba!—when it comes 
to distinguished personages it is a different matter al- 
together. So General Hierro’s letter was the drop 
of water that made the vase overflow, and now we 
have D. Carlos Arias Navarro as the new Director 
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General of Security, flanked by Colonel Ayuso, an 
aide and confidante of General Camilo Alonso Vega. 

For lack of anything else the government is now 
trying to give itself credit for eliminating Falangist 
influence. However it has not as yet dared to sepa- 
rate the offices of Civil Governor and that of “Pro- 
vincial Chief” of the Falange. On the other hand 
the government has completely dismantled the Jn- 
stituto Nacional de Previsién (Social Security), prun- 
ing its luxuriant vegetation of bureaucrats, friends 
of the former Minister of the Falange, Sr. Girdn. 

It is certain that the book-keeping irregularities 
of the National Institute may yet be a subject of talk. 
Apparently on the very night of the cabinet change 
in February an “accidental” fire occurred in the 
rooms where the Institute’s books were kept. The fire 
could not be extinguished in time and three days 
later Sr. Gonzalez Bueno, the new, non-Falangist 
Director of the Institute, seized the few papers that 
had been saved from the more than ever purifying 
flames. 


Our daily bread 

So perhaps the social security system is doing bet- 
ter now, but as far as the rest of the national life is 
concerned . . . we would do better not to mention it. 
The increase in telephone rates competes with the in- 
crease in electricity rates and with the increases in taxi 
fares promised us by the municipal government. But 
the strangest of all is what is happening to our daily 
bread. When the price of wheat went up several weeks 
ago the Minister of Agriculture, Sr. Canovas, assured 
us that under no circumstances would the price of 
bread go up. But shortly thereafter the following 
regulation was announced: Bread was to be divided 
into two categories: “family bread,” and “the other 
kind.” “Family bread” then went up 0.35 pesetas the 
kilo. As far as “the other kind” is concerned—an 
open market. We can buy that delicious Viennese 
bread, but at what a price! And a whole flock of 
other little buns and biscuits have appeared on the 
market at fabulous prices, while the poor “family 
bread” is reduced to a minimum size and almost 
inedible contents. 


Foreign relations 

In closing, it is only fair to recognize that if internal 
matters are going so badly, official circles at least are 
consoling themselves by their diplomatic activities 
in which they take such impassioned interest. It is 
true that at times their passionate interest leads them 
a little too far afield. For example, the sixth annual 
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meeting of the European Center of Documentation, 
presided over by Archbuke Otto of Hapsburg, did 
not limit itself to demanding Spain’s admission to 
NATO, but even criticized the United States because, 
in the opinion of those attending, inspired partly by 
Sr. Martin Artajo, “The policy of the United States 
has not always kept the interests of the free peoples 
in mind during the past year. The United States lacks 
decision and firmness in all that concerns the peoples 
under the Soviet yoke. This position has reflected 
negatively on the policy of the United Nations.” 

Then the meeting resolved to take a stand opposing 
all possible disarmament proposals, thereby reflecting 
a fear of disarmament which, as I said in last month’s 
report, would cost the men in the Foreign Office 
many sleepless nights. It should also be noted that 
the “Central European” meeting was not attended by 
the Minister of Foreign Affairs, as is customary, pre- 
cisely because the strange resolutions mentioned above 
had been drawn up by the diplomatic experts in the 
government, which therefore wished to give an ap- 
pearance of “non-interference.” 

But more important were the trips to Madrid of 
Sr. Balafrej, Moroccan Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
The Spanish diplomats are clapping their hands, 
even while they have the conviction that the with- 
drawal of the peseta from North Africa is inevitable. 
It is a matter of frowning in order to obtain the 
best possible concessions. The incidents in Ifni have 
given the Spanish government an opportunity to re- 
vert to its old ways: arrests, closing of the Istiqlal 
headquarters, the deployment of a battalion of the 
Legion to Ifni. These measures did not go down well 
at all in Rabat, but they were regarded as just so 
many more reasons to make the most of the financial 
talks already underway in Madrid. 

The Spanish government wishes to maintain good 
relations with Morocco. Madrid’s persistent suppres- 
sed desire to act as mediator, thwarted once again in 
the Middle East, is now aimed at Algiers. The in- 
terviews held in Madrid in the greatest secrecy be- 
tween M. Ferhat Abbas, leader of the F.L.N., and M. 
Fassi, leader of the Istiqlal, appear to be but the 
first step to much more ambitious projects. It is true 
that some members of the Spanish government would 
not care to antagonize France, but most think that 
the hour is drawing near for Spain to play the role 
which Egypt can no longer play. The rumors circulat- 
ing about this in Madrid are very specific. But... 
the office of prophet is a very discredited one. 


TELMO LORENZO 
Madrid, July, 1957 
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Editorial 


WITHOUT EQUIVOCATIONS 


As a rule the Spanish political situation does not 
reveal itself to all; it is necessary for one to be able 
to interpret the apparent minutiae of daily occur- 
rences, and to know how to read between the lines 
of the soporific censored press. But in one instance 
last month the censor deliberately handed us a clear- 
cut and essential truth. 

On June 11 the Madrid monarchist daily ABC 
published an article signed by the Count de Ruisefiada 
which was reproduced in almost all of the larger cir- 
culation newspapers of the provinces. The title of 
the article was: “Loyalty, Continuity and Configura- 
tion of the Future”; in it the author defined, with- 
out circumlocutions, the type of monarchy of which, 
according to him, many groups of Spaniards are 
dreaming for the country’s future. 

“The Monarchy that fulfills the ambitions of large 
sectors of the country,” says the Count de Ruisefada, 
“and which many, including myself, serve, is not the 
monarchy of liberal parliamentarianism, nor the 
courtly decadent monarchy, nor a regime of privilege 
and oligarchy, nor the coronation of a neutralist 
and anti-military state, which could be maneuvered 
by sects. 

“Our Monarchy . . . is, in short, the continuity of 
the National Uprising of July 18 (1936) and not a 
mere fabrication on the illusory basis that ‘nothing 
has happened here’ . . . We do not accept a repudia- 
tion or even a forgetting of what the National Up- 
rising, the Crusade and the Victory stood for... 
Whether one likes it or not, the new Spanish Mon- 
archy will always have its origin in that national 
History concentrated on the 18th of July.” 

The author went on to say that he and those who 
think along the same lines as does he “do not recog- 
nize as monarchists those monarchists who are no- 
stalgic for liberal forms of government or those who 
are anxious to see the Monarchy return surrounded 
by persons who could be effective levers for its de- 
struction, as happened before.” 

Liberal monarchists, Republicans and democrats 
should be grateful to the Count de Ruisefiada for the 
preciseness with which he has stated so important a 
question: that of the succession of the present regime 
in Spain. All should be grateful to him for his sin- 
cerity, for no one can say that he has not been told 
the truth. 
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The constitutional monarchists should give some 
thought to these straightforward declarations; for 
if the monarchy should be brought into Spain, led by 
the hand of the Franco regime, that is, by General 
Franco, then it would be nothing other, because it 
could be nothing other, than the continuity of the 
Franco regime; it would be Francoism, with or with- 
out Franco. 

A liberal, democratic and parliamentary monarchy 
cannot be established in Spain without that prior 
consultation with the nation about the fundamental 
question: the form of government. This question, 
the fundamental one for the country’s future, will 
either be democratically solved, the losers accepting 
the choice of the majority, or it will be solved dicta- 
torially, by the imposition of an absolutist monarchy 
of Francoist type by General Franco and his fol- 
lowers. The Count de Ruisenada has made this 
choice quite clear to us. The absolutist monarchists 
are not agreeable to the idea of a democratic con- 
sultation, not even after the passage of a transition 
period of no governmental definition. They are not 
agreeable to such a consultation because they know 
that they would not win. 

So let the constitutional monarchists, democratic 
and parliamentarian, realize where their optimism 
is likely to lead them; and let those ingenuous or po- 
litically undiscerning Republicans see what their il- 
lusions might lead to. 
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A REPORT ON THE SITUATION 
OF SPANISH CATHOLICISM 


The following paragraphs are excerpts from a report 
prepared by a group of Catholic priests and laymen 
in Spain for a Congress of Secular Apostleship which 
was to have been held at the Escorial last Novem- 
ber. The Congress was indefinitely postponed. Since 
then the authors decided to make their report avail- 
able to persons interested in its subject matter, so it 
is being privately circulated in Spain. 


“The remarks that follow have been written by a 
group of Catholics who, while as averse to any undis- 
ciplined revolt as to any unpremeditated act, are hon- 
orably attempting to open a mental pathway into 
the complex social and religious situation of our 
country.” 

“The point of departure of our reflections is the 
religious situation of Spanish society as it reveals 
itself to any fairly careful examination. .. . We find 
ourselves confronted by nothing less than a society 
which is called Catholic but which defines itself 
more distinctly every day by its emptiness of Ca- 
tholicism.” 

“On a popular level this de-Christianization takes 
the form of a religious indifference which has been 
a veritable apostasy among the working classes for 
over 30 years; among our peasants it is amounting 
more and more to a massive abandonment (of religi- 
ous practice) through negligence and ignorance. Only 
the official recognition, requirement, even, of baptism 
and marriage ceremonies gives an incalculable num- 
ber of these Spaniards the aspect of an external ad- 
herence to religious life. 

“In the bourgeoisie, proof (of de-Chrisianization ) 
resides in its irresponsibility and frivolity; in its dedica- 
tion, without religious depth or consistency, to the 
inane and inelegant enjoyment of the present immo- 
bility; in its utter lack of any noble solicitude for 
social justice and betterment of the people; in its 
unjustified and insulting luxury; in its immorality, 
and proportionate increase of hypocrisy; in its atro- 
cious egoism. 

“Along with these two social extremes we have to 
stress the narrowness of our Catholic intellectual at- 
mosphere, in which mediocrity and suspicion seem to 
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have taken charge, and which has caused the violent 
estrangement of two thirds of our young intellectuals 
from Catholicism.” 

“Our Catholicism has been described by His 
Grace the Archbishop of Saragossa as ‘Catholi- 
cism made bourgeois’ (Catolicism o aburguesado). 
The term could not be more apt. . . . A Catholi- 
cism made bourgeois’ (Catolicismo aburguesado). 
measure of a specific structure of society: the bour- 
geois structure. The bourgeoisie began by being a le- 
gitimate and necessary state in the process of elevation 
of the western peoples. In it were emphasized the 
fullness of wordly possessions and the exaltation of 
some fundamental values: those of the individual. 
But if the acquisition of these values was legitimate, 
their possession by one social class at the expense of 
the others soon became a wrongful usurpation. The 
result was that at a given moment, one social class had 
dislodged the other classes from society.” 

“It is opportune to recall here the words spoken 
in a private conversation by one of the most clair- 
voyant men of our times, Pius XII: ‘Bourgeoisie and 
liberalism were creatures of the 18th century; they 
grew and became adult in the 19th century, to age 
and die in the 20th. I myself have seen them die in 
Germany. And even later, since 1933, it would seem 
that the European peoples have been making haste 
to close their tombs.’ 

“But in the life of a people an anachronism is 
never venial; it is always suicidal. It would seem 
that the Spanish bourgeoisie is making every effort, 
through every means, to commit this suicide. 
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“Above everything, let us be sincere about this 
matter, even at the risk of seeming cruel. The Spanish 
bourgeoisie was not able to keep abreast of the other 
western bourgeoisies. No matter how intolerable it 
may seem, we must face the fact that while the Euro- 
pean bourgeoisie was what made modern Europe 
in all its aspects, good and bad, the Spanish bour- 
geoisie has, on the other hand, played an important 
part in preventing the forging of a possible modern 
Spain.” 

“In the vast terrain of the movements of ideas an 
elemental outline reveals to us a Spain divided into 
two enormous mutually opposed blocs: the bour- 
geoisie and the people. All of the violence and ex- 
cesses that erupted in 1936 were, therefore, the in- 
evitable results of an inveterate situation of injustice, 
whose fermentation was accelerated, deflected, and 
finally led to a point of distraction by the germs of 
certain social doctrines and political interferences. 

“But the bourgeoisie was completely incapable of 
understanding that reason was much more volumi- 
nous in that uncurbed violence than was unreason; 
completely alien to the true anguish of the people 
and to its significance . . . it must be recognized 
that the bourgeoisie always skimmed over the real 
causes of the situation, regarding them merely as a 
problem of public order which should be left in the 
hands of the Guardia Civil.” 

“We emphatically insist that the SOCIAL sense 
of the Spanish Civil War was a bourgeois sense. 
. . . The only solution to the dilemma which was to 
manifest itself in terms of bloodshed in 1936 would 
have been the intervention of a third factor which 
would have been REALLY different from the other 
two litigants.” 

“The Civil War did not essentially alter the SO- 
CIAL terms of the Spanish situation; its only result 
has been the re-affirmation of a bourgeois society 
confronted by revolution. It might be said that 
Spain had a war in order to solve a problem, that, 
in a manner of speaking, she. subjected herself to 
major surgery, only to recover from the operation with 
the problem still inside her. Evidence of this lies in 
the new situation born as a result of the war, which 
we have inherited.” 

“Whether we like it or not, we are face to face 
with two Spains; with two Spanish realities; one 
official, the other vital. Nor is this terminology used 
thirty years ago irrelevant in describing a situation 
which in certain respects is analogous to that of thirty 
years ago: the question of the restoration. Is it 
not being said that we are now faced with the pos- 


16 


sibility of another restoration? It is extraordinary, 
this matter of finding the past lodged comfortably 
with the present, as though nothing had happened 
in the meantime. 

“Paradoxically enough, something is moving and 
growing in crippled Spain: her inauthenticity, her 
stubborn estrangement from the real. On the one 
hand this attempted official reality is slipping, while 
on the other hand the spheres of more effective real- 
ity, of a more human specific gravity in the nation’s 
life, are losing confidence in the bourgeoisie, in what 
it represents and seems to monopolize: politics, cul- 
ture, religion. And of course loss of confidence in the 
classes that because of their situation are supposed 
to exercise a guiding function must bring with it a 
new debilitation. 

“How does official Spain react to these matters? 
First of all, by not reacting: the facts do not suc- 
ceed in penetrating its hard shell of ‘eternal truths.’ 
The lack of vision of the majority of its members, 
the inhibition and inertia of the others who may not 
be blind but who are faint-hearted or fear to risk 
something, all undertake to sustain the immobility. 

“But this stubborn immobility only accelerates the 
rate of estrangement of the other Spain. The rigidity 
of the official Spain only exacerbates the resistance 
to that immobility of all who live and who need 
therefore to move and grow. All of these youthful 
forces who are confined in cramped positions are de- 
veloping impulses, simultaneous and contradictory, 
of both violence and fatigue: the straining and re- 
laxing of he who struggles to free himself from his 
bonds. This which begins as an embittered patriotism 
ends up drifting toward a bitterness without patriot- 
ism; a bitterness which is called political skepticism, 
class resentment, anticlericalism. And it is useless to 
try to inebriate oneself with words, or to try to ine- 
briate others, for all of this is here, disagreeable 
though it may be, and it is inexorably growing.” 

The document ends with the following paragraph: 

“For our part we affirm our irrevocable decision 

of fidelity to the Holy Church of God and of His 
Son Jesus, which is Catholic, Apostolic and Roman. 
But we also affirm our decision, equally irrevocable, 
to remain, alive or dead, outside of that Spanish 
Catholicism whose ways seem to us to be mortally 
wounded.” 
Note: The report, a 22 page, single-spaced pamphlet, 
is signed by seven priests, two lawyers and one pro- 
fessor, and initialed by two who describe themselves 
as “obreros,” workmen. Italicizing and capitalizing 
follow the original. 
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late news 


Ecclesia Clarifies 


Ecclesia, organ of Spanish Catholic 
Action, has commented on General 
Franco’s interview with a represent- 
ative of the Catholic News Agency 
of the National Catholic Welfare 
Conference of Washington in a long 
editorial. 

The editorial’s purpose is to avoid 
any possible false interpretations 
that might be made abroad of Gen- 
eral Franco’s statements about the 
relations between Church and 
State. It said: 

Some have assumed that the Con- 
cordat of 1953 placed the Church 
at the service of the State; others 
have affirmed that the State had 
placed itself in the hands of the 
Church. 

The Church. remains independ- 
ent of the State and respectful of 
the rights of civic society. Ecclesia 
then quotes recent statements made 
by the Cardinal Primate of Spain 
in this connection: “Christ did not 
say to his apostles, ‘Go out and 
govern the world.’ He said to them, 
‘Go out’ and teach all the people.’ 
Render unto Caesar that which is 
Caesar’s, and unto God that which 
is God’s, without confusions.” 





Spanish-Moroccan 
Problems 


On June 19 the organ of the Isti- 
qlal, Al Alama, published a report 
that Spanish authorities had closed 
the Istiqlal headquarters in Ifni and 
had arrested the members of the 
party and conducted them to the 
Spanish Sahara. The frontiers have 
been restored between independent 
Morocco and the southern zone 
which continues to be under Span- 
ish control. 
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Evidently these events posed once 
again the problem of foreign armies. 
“It. may be that there is a connec- 
tion between the Ifni incidents and 
the negotiations that are underway 
between the Minister of Foreign Af- 
fairs of Morocco.and the Spanish 
Government concerning this na- 
tional territory which still remains 
under nationalism.” 


Reinforcements of the 

Foreign Legion to Ifni 

On June 24 Figaro of Paris pub- 
lished a telegram from Tetudn 
which said: “A thousand Spanish 
legionnaires have embarked in Ceu- 
ta for Ifni, a Spanish enclave in 
Morocco, in which disorders and 
eight deaths have occurred. 

“The disorders took place on 
Thursday, eight days after Spain’s 
refusal to cede this territory to Mor- 
occo. Ifni contains 15,000 inhabi- 
tants, mostly nomads. 

“According to the sparse news 
reports that come from the territory 
one of those killed was a priest.” 


Points of view 

Morocco maintains that Ifni is an 
integral part of the former Span- 
ish protectorate and that it should 
have been returned just as was the 
Northern Zone. Spain on the other 
hand considers this territory as a 
concession in “full. property . and 
sovereignty.” We recall that Ifni 
was separated from the former ad- 
ministration of Tetuan, capital of 
the former Spanish zone in Mor- 
occo, in 1946 and integrated into 
Spanish West Africa along with 
Rio de Oro and Seguia-El-Hamra. 

During the interview held be- 
tween General Franco and Sultan 
Mohammed V of Morocco last 
April, as well as in the moment of 
independence, not one word was 
said about this enclave nor about 
the strongholds of Spanish sover- 
eignty: the Chafarinas Islands, Al- 
hucemos, and the citadels of Ceuta 
and Melilla. 

The European press has com- 
mented variously on these events; 
some have maintained that Bala- 
frej has gone too far in trying to 
effect an immediate liquidation of 


the Spanish-Moroccan matters of 
contention, while others maintain 
that this change in Franco’s North 
African policy is due to the grow- 
ing influence, as opposed to the Fa- 
lange, of the military elements in 
the new Spanish cabinet. 


More U.S. Aid For Spain 


The U.S. Government has approved 
an additional $20 million in eco- 
nomic aid for Spain to be applied 
to the fiscal year which ended on 
June 30. 

This additional amount is to be 
drawn from the President’s special 
fund. It brings U.S. economic aid 
to Spain up to a total of $70 mil- 
lion for the past fiscal year, and 
to an all-over. total of $300 million. 

The U.S. Embassy in Madrid has 
stated that the additional funds are 
being made available “in response 
to a petition from the Spanish Gov- 
ernment which needs them to re- 
duce the pressure of inflation which 
has been stronger this year.” 








Arrest of 
Cuban Journalist 


A denunciation lodged with the 
Cuban Government by the Spanish 
Embassy in Havana has resulted in 
the arrest and imprisonment of a 
Cuban journalist, Sr. Luis Ortega 
Sierra, on the grounds of having 
slandered the ‘Spanish Chief of 
State. 

Sr. Ortega Sierra is the journalist 
who interviewed Dionisio Ridruejo 
for Bohemia during the former’s re- 
cent visit to Spain, as a result of 
which Ridruejo has been im- 
prisoned. 





Imprisoned at 78 


Among the fifty persons arrested 
and imprisoned recently in the pris- 
on of Carabanchel is D. Jaime Tor- 
rubiano Ripoll, the 78 year old 
specialist in Cannonic Law of great 
renown who twenty five years ago 
was a member of the Republican 
party headed by D. Niceto Alcala 
Zamora, first Paresident of the 
Spanish Republic, and of D. Miguel 
Maura. 












































Worker Brotherhood 
Organ Banned 


The Hermandad Obrero de Accién 
Catélica (Worker Brotherhood of 
Catholic Action) is going through 
bad times. The Spanish Government 
is said to have demanded the dis- 
solution of this organization on the 
grounds that it does not limit its 
activities to those of the sacristy 
but that it accepts and promotes the 
doctrine of His Holiness Pope Pius 
XII in social matters. 

The Minister of Information has 
held a long talk with Cardinal Pla 
y Daniel, Primate of Spain, on this 
subject. A result of the talk has been 
the suspension of the Boletin de mi- 
litantes, organ of the HOAC, which 
published its last issue on April 11. 





Replacements and 
Changes 


The Boletin Oficial of the Spanish 
Government announced on June 24 
the replacement of General Rafael 
Hierro Martinez as Director Gen- 
eral of Security and his replace- 
ment by D. Carlos Arias Navarro, 
former Civil Governor of the prov- 
ince of Navarra. 

The official bulletin also reported 
the change of nine Civil Governors 
of the provinces of Madrid, Valla- 
dolid, Navarra, WHuelga, Cadiz, 
Oviedo, Huesca, Lugo and Teruel. 


Opinion of Le Monde 
The June 26 edition of the French 


newspaper Le Monde published the 
following comment: 

“A ‘purge’ of the provincial Civil 
Governors has been anticipated ever 
since the cabinet change made by 
General Franco last February. The 
Civil Governors are the provincial 
chiefs of the Falange at the same 
time. 

“The military chiefs had obtained 
the appointment of General Alonso 
Vega as Minister of the Interior, 
to which department the Civil Gov- 
ernors are directly responsible. Fric- 
tions and rivalries between Civil 
Governors and Military Governors 
have been frequent and often very 
acute, as in the case of the Civil 
Governor of Barcelona, Felipe Ace- 
do, and the late Military Governor, 
General Bautista Sanchez. Now a 
mass replacement of Civil Governors 
is anticipated, so that they may be 
more in tune with their military 
colleagues. 

“Although no supplementary de- 
tails have been given, it is probable 
that the changes of nine Civil Gov- 
ernors as reported in the Boletin 
Oficial is a first stage of this oper- 
ation. It is to be noted that the 
measure has not affected the Civil 
Governor of Barcelona, one of those 
most criticized.” 





Rector Lain Entralgo 
Sent Abroad 


The ousted Rector of the University 
of Madrid, Padro Lain Entralgo, 
has been awarded one of the sev- 
enty traveling fellowships  an- 








nounced by the March Foundation. 
He is to study in Paris, Vienna and 
Munich. Subject: The history of 
Greek medicine. 





The Barbers’ 
Apostleship 


In its edition of June 22 Ecclesia, 
an organ of the Spanish episcopacy, 
published the following appeal by 
the Archbishop of Barcelona to 
Spanish barbers: 

“With few exceptions all pass 
through your hands; in spite of 
modern mechanization, there is no 
profession which is as necessary, 
universal and as frequently solicited 
as is yours. 

“This fact, along with the nature 
of your work which permits con- 
versation with those whom you 
serve, lends itself to your being in 
a position to do a great deal of good 
if you exercise your profession with 
a human and Christian spirit. Also 
the lectures that you may offer your 
clients while they are waiting pro- 
vide a beautiful opportunity for do- 
ing good, if they are pleasant, in- 
structive and moralizing. 

“The difficulty of your work is 
not related to its technical aspect 
but to the enormous variety of the 
character, psychological nature, so- 
cial opinions and religious beliefs of 
your clients. 

“I have been told that there are 
4000 barbers. What good you could 
do! Weigh this before God and 
work in consequence, and the Lord 
will reward you.” 
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Return to Spain, 
Party Members 
Ordered by Reds 


Rafael Nadal 


The Spanish Communist Party in 
exile, it is learned, has issued se- 
cret orders to all its members for 
a general return to Spain, with the 
exception of those who took a lead- 
ing part in the Civil War, those 
who are too well known to the po- 
lice and those able to prove they 
have powerful reasons for remain- 
ing abroad. 

Refusal to obey for other reasons 
than these will mean expulsion from 
the party. 

Since the end of the Spanish 
Civil War, 18 years ago, the Com- 
munists have been insulting and la- 
belling as traitors any Spanish exile, 
Communist or not, who chose to 
return to his country. Now the trai- 
tors will be those who do not go 
back. 

However spectacular this new ex- 
ample of Communist “flexibility” 
may be, it is only the logical se- 
quence of the Russian policy toward 
Spain which began to manifest it- 
self three years ago. About that time 
it was clear that the Spanish broad- 
casts from Russia had become re- 
markably restrained and that the 
job of attacking Franco’s regime 
was being left to the satellite broad- 
casting station of Prague. 

Simultaneously rumors that a 
form of indirect trade was taking 
place between Russia and Spain 
through Egypt and other Mediter- 
ranean countries proved to be cor- 
rect. Then, two years ago, came the 
disclosure that “unofficial” contacts 
between Spanish and Russian repre- 
sentatives were taking place .in .Lon- 
don and Paris.. These contacts were 
crowned by the agreement, officially 
concluded through the Red Cross, 
since there are no diplomatic rela- 
tions between Spain and Russia, for 
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the return to Spain of the several 
hundred Spaniards who in 1937 
were sent to Russia as refugee chil- 
dren of the Civil War. 

Of the estimated number of 3,000 
Spaniards in Russia, about half have 
already returned to Spain, those 
married accompanied by their Rus- 
sian wives and Russian-born chil- 
dren. 

But it was at the fifth congress 
of the Spanish Communist Party, 
held behind the Iron Curtain more 
than a year ago, that the new poli- 
cy took definite shape. After one of 
those lengthy, biased, but abun- 
dantly documented reports, pre- 
sented with her customary forceful- 
ness by the secretary-general of the 
party Dolores Ibarruri, the drafts 
of two documents were approved. 
One contained a tentative basis for 
the reconstruction of the Popular 
Front, intended for discussion with 
all the political forces opposing the 
present Spanish regime. The other 
was a manifesto to be circulated in 
Spain. Both, in many respects, were 
models of moderation. 

Among other things they prom- 
ised that the Communists “will re- 
spect the properties of well-off and 
even rich farmers,” and certain pri- 
vately-owned business and industry 
of a non-monopolistic character. 
Above all, they promised protection 
to the priests and a guarantee that 
in a Communist state, though 
church and state would be ‘separat- 
ed, the latter “would, considering 
the religious feeling of the majority 
of the Spanish population, provide 
for the needs of the Catholic 
Church.” 

The offer of a revival of the Pop- 
ular Front has been flatly turned 
down by the Spanish Socialists and 
Syndicalists,, the two organizations 
which used to control almost the 
whole of the Spanish working pop- 
ulation. But the manifesto, couched 
in ever milder language, has been, 
and is being, widely circulated. in 
Spain. 

In certain sectors of the popula- 
tion, it is being read with greater 
interest than expected, for example, 
among the rural low-paid clergy, 
with the result that some Spanish 
bishops are showing concern at this 






attempt .to make the local priests 
if not pro-Communist atleast less 
anti-Communist. Obviously Russia 
has learned in Poland how to work 
in a Roman Catholic country. 
Now, the returning Communists 
have received strict orders to preach 
the utmost moderation, They are 
urged to attract the growing num- 
ber of discontented Falangists, to 
put an end to the Civil War mental- 
ity and to repudiate any form of 
demagogy, all as part of the “many 
roads to socialism.” The watchword 
seems to be: “The exile is ended. 
We alone can do nothing in Spain 
but nothing can be done without 
us.” ; 
There are two obvious explana- 
tions for this Communist change 
of tactics, On the one hand, Russia 
is now more interested than ever 
that all Communists should be sta- 
tioned in their respective countries. 
Should an atomic war start they will 
rely on them for sabotage and guer- 
rilla warfare as soon as hostilities 


On the other hand, there is the 

urgency of making up for what has 
been recognized as a serious mistake 
made at the end of the Civil War: 
Not to have left in Spain a clandes- 
tine organization. It is true that sev- 
eral years ago “the mistake” was 
already in existence, but those who 
are now returning will bring new 
blood and greater experience to this 
body. 
The Spanish Communist Party 
was, and still is, a small though per- 
fectly disciplined minority. Yet po- 
litical observers in Spain fear that, 
used as the Communists are to 
working in secret, and helped by 
their present realistic approach to 
the Spanish problems, their num- 
bers may swell under the prolonga- 
tion of the ‘present dictatorial re- 
gime. If that happens, it will be 
mainly at the expense of the Social- 
ists and the Syndicalists, the real 
opponents of communism, but un- 
used to underground work. 

It has often been said inthe past 
that the fear of communism was 
Franco’s best ally. From now on it 
may prove true that Franco has be- 
come the best ally of communism. 

London Observer Service 
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THE "MONUMENT TO DISCORD" | 


Joe Covello 


Joe Covello 


This monument, an almost five hundred foot high cross towering over a massive underground crypt, is located in 
the "Valle de los Cafdos" near the Escorial, about thirty miles north of Madrid. It is to be inaugurated on July 18, 


ary ge anniversary of the military rebellion that sparked off the Spanish Civil War which took a toll of a 
million lives. 


The monument is conceived of as a massive tomb for General Franco and for those who lost their lives fighting 
on his side, or at least for those whose families will consent to let their remains be moved, 


It has been reported that most of the labor used on the construction, which has been underway since 1944, have 
been political prisoners. An article published in This Week Magazine on October 31, 1954, stated that the cost of 
the building was $75,000,000: more than the entire amount of American economic aid for the fiscal year 1956-7. 


The Spaniards call it "The Monument to Discord." 
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